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aent, it shall notify the President and the
ther. Acting President of its decision by writ-
ten commundction, and the Prestdent shall
7. ¢ L wigh reassume the powers and duties of

the Otftedgf Preaident,

CGEC. B enever any individual is acting
ns President, has acted as President, pur-
suant 1o the priwisions of section 19 of this
title, the word * {dent’, a8 used in this
section, shall be deen to refer to that indl-
vicdual and the word ' sidency’, as used In
this section, shall be defwged to mean the
powrrs anda duties of the of President.

“SEe. 10, This article shall
unless it shall have been rati
rIncndment to the Constitution by t
latures of three-fourths of the several
withjgetleven years from the date of ita sub-
I on”

EFFECTS OF ANTI-ANTI-COMMU-
NIST CAMPAIGN WITHIN THE
DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE

Mr. THURMOND. Mr. President,
modern warfare is fought with a multi-
tude of weapons. When we think of
the diversity of weapons avalilable, we
are oriented, unfortunately, to picture
the weapons of modern warfare in only
two classifications, conventional and nu-
clear. Mr. President, it is indeed regret-
table that our thinking has become 50
bound by tradition, for the weapons of
modern warfare are by no means limited
to hardware.

One of the most potent weapons of
modern, or total, war is propaganda.
This s a weapon, the effectiveness of
which has long been recognized, but the
potentinl of which has increased with
the technological development of mass
communications media. It is an in-
crease in potential at least equal in de-
gree with the increase in explosive
power accompanying the development
of nuclear power to supplement and
possibly replace conventional explosives.

Although the Nazis in World War IL
demonstrated the effectiveness of the
ropaganda weapon, it is continually ap-
parent that we in America have not
even yct developed a defense against
propaganda. It {8 now being effectively
used against us, and its normal poten-
tiality |s magnified by our own extreme
vuinershility.

Mr. President, there is but one defense
against propaganda attacks. That de-
fense is knowledge of the truth. Propa-
ganda, as it 18 used against us, is based
on falsehood, and is often, if not always,
shielded by a smoke screen of widely
accepted, and even proven, slogans and
cliches.

Mr. President, largcly as a result of
a National Security Council directive is-
sued in 1858, organized efforts were un-
dertaken to establish a defense against
communism and particularly againat
the Communist use of the propaganda
weapon. The defense consiste of in-
forming the American people, and par-
ticularly those in uniform, concerning
the total nature of communism and its
many methods and weapons of attack,
including propaganda. Although this
cducational program was and s some-
what meager when measured in terms
of need, 1t has been signally effective.

Indeed, our educational efforts on the
total nature of communisi have alarmed
the Communists to the extent that the
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Communist Party, U.8.A., was Instructed
to "fight such educational programs as
its number one priority for action.
Typically, the Communist Party, UB.A.,
resorted primarily to the weapon of
propaganda, to which, despite recent
educational efforts, we are still unbe-
Hevably vulnerable.

The Communists are by no means
amateurs in the use of propaganda. 8o
subtle was the origination of the anti-
anti-Communist campaign that few
recognized or suspected, its origin.
Typically, the real purpose of the cam-
paign was camouflaged behind an un-
challe and unchallengeable prin-
ciple hich all Americans subsoribe—
the principle that the military should
be subjéct at all times to civilian con-
trol and should not usurp policymaking
functions from duly constituted civil
authority. .

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, will the
distinguished Senator from South Caro-
lina yield?

Mr. THURMOND. I am pleased to
yield to the able Senator from Nebrasks.

Mr, CURTIS, I thank the courageous
and distinguished Senstor, who speaks
with authority on this subject because
of hig long and brilliant military career.

Y should like to ask the Senator {f he
feels that the questionn of what Army
officers can say not only to their men
but also to the general public involves
a very basic issue which transcends all
personalities in or out of government.

Mr. THURMOND. I think our people
in uniform generally should not speak
promiscuously on all subjects, but they
are entitled to tell their own military
personnel and entitled to t&ll the civilian
population the aims, the methods of
operation, and the dangers of the enemy.
The enemy today is communism. I feel
there is a censorship now bheing placed
upon our military people with regard to
expressing themselves concerning qur
enemy, communism.

Mr. CURTIS. 1 sagree. The official
policy which must be determined by the
Congress and the Executive involves the
maintenance of freedom and the avoid-
ing of censorship, and is something so -
fundamental it is not involved in per-
sonalities. Would the 8enator agree?

Mr. THURMOND. Mr. President, I
would certainly agree with the statement
of the distinguished Senator from
Nebraska. After all, our military people
are citizens. They have certain rights.
I can realize it is inappropriate for them
to participate in partisan politics and
things of that nature, but that is not the
question hefore us today. There is no
foundation to the charge that they are
participating in partisan politics. As X
ghall state in a few minutes, this is &
very vital question affecting the right of
freedom of speech, but also affecting the
vitality of the Natlon.

Mr. CURTIS, I thank the Secnator,
Perhaps the junior Senator from Ne-
braska has not made his question clear.

In the opinion of the Sensator from
Bouth Caroling, does this not involve a
major policy decision to prevent censor-
ship, far beyond any disagreement we
as individual Senators may have, or be-
yond any utterance we may have made
in the pest?

OND. T would certainly

agree  with the Senator from Nebraska.

Mr. CURTIS. In other words, it is a

matter which ought to be debated to find

the correct course for the country, and

is not merely e disagreemnt between
Benators.

Mr. THURMOND. I concur with the
distinguished Senator from Nebraska in
the statement he has just mads,

Mr. CURTIS. In keeping with the
apirit that we are not criticizing anyone
personally but are talking about a plan
of action, I should like to ask the dis-
tinguished Senator to yield further so
that I may ask unanimous consent to
have an editorial, which was published in
the Richmond (Va.) News Leader,
Wednesday, August 9, 1961, inserted in
the Reoorp. Itiis apropos of what the
Senator is diacussing.

Mr. THORMOND. Mr. President, I
am pleaszed to yield for that purpose.

There being no objection, the editorial
was ordered to be printed {n the Rxcorp,
as follows:

AvTER THE TWILIGHT

Most of today's editorial page is given over
to publiscation, in tuil, of the amasing mem-
orandum sent by Benator J. WoLtam FuL-
PRIGHY, of Arkanaas, to the President and
the Seocretary of Defense about 2 months

480.

. In general, the statement denounces Amer-
ican military officers who haye sought to
educate their troops and the public in the
dangers of jpternal Communist subversion;
it offera recommendations for putiing a gag
on these men. The document was carefully
leakod to the New York Timees in June. It
resulted in the promulgation by the efense
Department on July 10 of & new directive
intended to tighten review procedures on
all speeches and public relations activities
by top generals and admirals. But though
rumors of the memorandum'’ existence were
widespread in Washington, it was not unttl
August ¢ that South Carolins’s Senator
Brroxm THORMOND managed to get his hands
on & text. He put it in the CoNGarsaioNaL
Recorp. Later the sarne day, Senator Ful-
»aricRT acknowledged the statement as his
own.

Senator GJOLDWATER has described the Ful-
bright memoranduh as “the most shocking
document I have seen sinoe I have been
# Member of the Senate.” SBenator Kann
MoNDpT has termed it “a shocking and ut-
terly unrealistic document of abject appease-~
mom '

- If Mr. PoLseiarr himsaeslf had not vouch-
safed the validity of the accompanying text,
w8 would have suspected some elaborate
hoax. " It is almost incredible that a U.S.
Benator who 1s chairman of the Foreign
Relations Committee could have drafted the
doocument.

Benator FPULBRIGHT'S purposs is to soften
the resistance of the United Btates to the
dangers of commuunism. He thinks it quite
possible that “the principal problem of lea-
dership will be, If 11 is not already, to restrain
the desire of the peopls to hit the Com-
munists with everything we've got.” To
suppress that desire, he would gag the mill-
tant generals, prohibit their participation in
anti-Communist education programs, and
amear the knowledgeable foes of communism
as “radical rightwing speakers.'

Benator FoLsrigHT reveals, throughout his
memorandum, a& profound contempt not
only for top-ranking officers, but also for
the people as a whole. Though the over-
wholming majority of the officers are college
graduntes who have traveled widely, he sees
little In thelr education, training, and ex-
perience that might equip them for a “proper
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